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FRENCH WORKS ON THE HISTORY OF PHI- 
LOSOPHY DURING 1907-08. 1 

THE subject of this article will be the works upon history of 
philosophy which have appeared in France during recent 
years, more especially during 1907 and 1908 ; these works will 
be considered less for the purpose of giving an account and an 
appreciation of them individually, — a task already accomplished 
by the Review for several among them, — than with the view of 
indicating toward what objects they have more or less converged, 
and what results concerning these objects they have more or less 
succeeded in attaining. 

The works which have been devoted to the history of ancient 
philosophy during this period are not very numerous ; but 
almost all are of great interest and some are of high value. Let 
us mention at the beginning those which are due to two masters, 
both prematurely dead, Victor Brochard and Octave Hamelin, 
who by their teaching as well as by their works had already 
guided, and could have continued to guide, disciples toward the 
study of ancient philosophy. Victor Brochard, the learned author 
of the Sceptiques grecs, had been for a long time prevented by 
the most painful and heroically borne illness from thinking of 
productions of great length ; but he contributed regularly to a 
periodical collection, L'annee philosophique, published under the 
direction of M. Fr. Pillon, solid articles bearing principally upon 
Greek philosophy. It would be sufficient to bring together these 
articles to obtain, upon Platonism in particular, a collection of very 
sound and coherent views, equally removed from the interpreta- 
tion in which Zeller remained obstinately fixed, and the very 

' Translated from the French by Dr. Grace Neal Dolson. 
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hazardous conjectures to which the recent Platonic exegesis has 
more than once abandoned itself. The last study which 
Brochard contributed to these matters and in this spirit related 
to the Platonic doctrine of participation ; and it explained with as 
much ingenuity as demonstrative force how the apparently 
sophistic subtleties of the Parmenides are a mode of proposing a 
problem of which the Sophist, with its doctrine of the existence 
of not-being and of the communion of kinds, brings the solu- 
tion. 1 ... If among the ancient philosophers Plato was the one 
to whom Brochard was always returning, it was upon Aristotle 
that Hamelin preferred to concentrate his efforts. Of these efforts 
his pupils alone have been able to measure the whole extent and 
power, and the testimonies that remain of them for the public are 
unhappily extremely rare. Permit me to recall, though it may 
be of a date already somewhat antiquated, the study upon 
L opposition des concepts d'apres Aristote, 2 which is, among the 
several articles which Hamelin has contributed to L'annee philos- 
ophique, the only one devoted, strictly speaking, to Aristotelian- 
ism. The interest of this study is not merely in the elucidation of 
a singularly obscure point in Aristotle's thought, but lies also in 
the fact that it shows how reflection upon Aristotelianism could 
contribute to form Hamelin's personal philosophy, which he has 
set forth in his Essai sur les elements principaux de la representa- 
tion. Concerning Aristotle Hamelin has left us, besides this 
study, a French translation, with commentary, of Book II of the 
Physics? a translation at once remarkably faithful and intelligent, 
which reproduces wonderfully well the connection of ideas ; a 
commentary abundant and precise, which, if it is not encumbered 
with the detail of contemporary erudition, makes use with rare 
penetration of the teachings of Themistius, of Simplicius, and of 
Philoponus. Certain notes, — I will cite by way of example that 
which relates to the theory of chance, — furnish the most pro- 
found and the most exact interpretation of Aristotle's thought. 
The author intended to continue under the same form the edi- 

1 V annie philosophique, 18th yr., Paris, Alcan, 1908. 
2 L'annle philosophique, 16th yr., Paris, Alcan, 1906. 

3 0. Hamelin, Physique d' 'Aristote, II, Traduction et commentaire, Paris, Alcan, 
1907, pp. 172, 8vo. 
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tion of the whole of the Physics ; a tragic death came to destroy 
this plan together with all the works that a mind as rich in 
original conceptions as in exact knowledge could promise to 
itself and to us. 

It would be fitting to recall after such studies the most recent 
of the articles which M. Rodier has also published in L'annee 
philosophique : the one discloses to us the ' pragmatism ' of 
Antisthenes ; 1 the other shows us the direct relation between the 
theory of Ideas and the belief in personal immortality in the 
reasoning of the Phado? — But we are dealing here with works of 
greater extent ; and we have in the first place two books by M. 
Robin concerning Plato. The first 3 attempts to show how the Pla- 
tonic theory of love is completed or transformed between the Lysis 
and the Symposium and between the Symposium and the Phadrus ; 
how, according to Platonism, love, demon as well as soul, has a 
synthetic nature which permits it to play a mediating role between 
the sensible world and the intelligible world. The work recom- 
mends itself by the detailed study of the texts, by the skillful 
use and often very keen criticism of the resources and the methods 
which may be employed to fix the chronological order of the 
dialogues in question, and also by the force and coherence of the 
interpretation. Doubtless the author risks exciting more than 
one suspicion when he affirms the posteriority of the Phcedrus in 
relation to the Timceus, or when, through reaction against a too 
strictly rationalistic idea of Platonism, he pushes it in the direc- 
tion of the Alexandrian Neo-Platonism. But that he had the 
habit of making a decision only after the most loyal and minute 
investigation, no one could doubt for an instant, especially after 
reading his other book. 4 The design of the latter seems to be to 
take up a wager : to set forth Platonism as we should be able to 
know it, if we did not have the Dialogues and if we were obliged 

1 Conjecture sur le sens de la morale a" Antisthine, L'annie philosophique, 17th 
yr., Paris, Alcan, 1907. 

2 Les Preuves de V immortaliti d'apris le Phidon, L'annie philosophique, 18th 
yr., Paris, Alcan, 1908. 

5 L. Robin, Thlorie platonicienne de V amour, Paris, Alcan, 1908. 
4 Leon Robin, La thiorie platonicienne des idtes et des nombres d' ' aprh,Aristote. 
£tude historique et critique, Paris, Alcan, 1908, pp. xviii, 702, 8vo. 
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to reconstruct it from the sole testimony of Aristotle, — the surest 
means, according to the author, of escaping the subjectivity of 
modern interpretations. But is this really certain ? And is not 
the information furnished by Aristotle itself open to subjective 
interpretation ? None the less the book of M. Robin is a work 
of great and sound learning, and constitutes the most varied and 
substantial commentary upon the passages of Aristotle relating to 
Plato. One could hardly believe what a crowd of questions the 
author is in this way led to treat. Concerning the central question, 
after having rejected the hypothesis which puts the Number-Ideas 
on the same plane as the Ideas, as well as that which relates 
them to the Ideas as to anterior and superior models, he admits 
the hypothesis which regards them as first in relation to the Ideas. 
In representing to ourselves the generation of ideas after the 
simpler model which the generation of numbers offers us, we 
understand what the Idea is, why there is a plurality of Ideas, 
and how this plurality forms a hierarchy. The mathematical 
speculations of the later Pythagoreans furnished Plato with a 
new means of passing beyond both the philosophy of Heraclitus 
and that of the Eleatics, and made it possible for him to reconcile 
the multiplicity and mobility of Being with its unity and im- 
mobility. 

The two works of Robin therefore contribute in a high degree 
to enrich the knowledge of Platonism and Aristotelianism which 
we owe in France to the lectures or to the studies of Brochard, 
of Hamelin, and of Rodier. We desire soon to possess larger 
and more complete works than we have at present upon the Post- 
Aristotelian schools. It is especially to be regretted that Stoicism 
has been studied among us only in a rather incidental and frag- 
mentary fashion, that it has been so little followed in the com- 
plexity and evolution of its constitutive ideas. It is only to a 
limited problem that M. Brehier devotes himself in a monograph l 
in which he shows how the tendency of the Stoics to eliminate in- 
corporeals from Being, by creating a division between knowledge 
of the real and dialectical knowledge, led Greek philosophy into 

1 Brehier, La thiorie des incorportls dans Pancien Stoicisme, Paris, Picard, 1907, 
pp. 63, 8vo. 



No. 6.] FRENCH WORKS OA PHILOSOPHY. 587 

a road opposed to that which had been traced for it by the 
conceptual doctrines of a Plato and an Aristotle. The author 
seems well prepared and thoroughly qualified to enlarge the field 
of his investigation upon Stoicism. 

Meanwhile he has given us, at the same time with his mono- 
graph upon Stoicism, a finished book upon the philosophical and 
religious ideas of Philo the Jew. 1 The treatise, which is pre- 
ceded by a very extensive bibliography, attempts to represent the 
multiple aspects of Philo's work. If the author does not always 
sufficiently dominate the confusion of his subject-matter, he 
marks everywhere with satisfactory clearness how, in appropria- 
ting Greek doctrines, the Judaism of Philo imposes upon them a 
new significance. Thus Philo replaces the logical relation of 
beings to God by a more nearly moral relation, and makes of the 
knowledge <jr realization of this relationship through revelation 
or spiritual adoration the supreme end. Upon the problem of 
Philo's relation to Christianity the author maintains a great re- 
serve ; he nevertheless applies himself to disengage from Philo's 
writings a moral doctrine which was, he asserts, the first ethics 
of conscience. In a work which appeared a little earlier, 2 and 
which is especially valuable on account of the ease and clearness 
of its exposition, M. l'abbe Martin had, on the contrary, more 
freely emphasized the differences which separate Christianity 
from Philoism. 

Concerning the knowledge of the propagation of Greek ideas, 
and in particular of Alexandrian ideas, in the thought of the 
middle ages up to the time of modern philosophy, our French 
literature has immense gaps ; and the scarcity of works relating 
to this subject prevents us from hoping that these gaps can soon 
be filled. One could doubtless point out here and there studies 
or articles which are devoted to emphasizing such and such 
doctrines of mediaeval philosophy ; but almost always their in- 
spiration is dogmatic and apologetic rather than historic and 
critical. We nevertheless must recognize in the work of M. 
l'abbe Rousselot upon the intellectualism of St. Thomas a freer 

1 Brthier, Lcs idles philosophiques et religieuses de Philon d Alexandrie, Paris, 
Heard, 1907, pp. 336, 8vo. 

2 L'abb6 Jules Martin, Philon, Paris, Alcan, 1907, pp. 303, 8vo. 
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effort at reconstruction. 1 The author maintains that the intel- 
lectualism of St. Thomas does not fall under the criticisms of our 
day addressed against intellectualism in general, because St. 
Thomas does not admit the priority of the conceptual and dis- 
cursive reason, but makes the supreme intellection consist in the 
living coincidence of the mind and of things. But since this in- 
tellection could not belong to man in the present life, and since 
the human discursive understanding is inadequate to reality, the 
intellectualism, strictly speaking, of St. Thomas appears finally to 
vanish, doubtless much more than its author would have wished, 
either in the perfection of God or in the imperfection of man. 
However that may be, attempts of this sort are more useful in 
reviving the thought of the middle ages than all those works 
which try to adapt it to modern thought by fair means or foul. 

It is rather, as I said, the diffusion or the transformation of 
the ideas of antiquity and of the middle ages into modern 
ideas, which merit consideration. To the accomplishment of 
this task the remarkable studies of the history of science which 
are due to M. Pierre Duhem, have more or less directly con- 
tributed. We have the right to claim these studies ; for since 
there has been brought about among us a reconciliation between 
philosophy and science, which had been too long separated and 
ignorant of each other, the history of philosophy ought herself 
to have been occupied with the long neglected relations which 
have in so many philosophers bound together strictly philosoph- 
ical speculations with scientific theories. M. Pierre Duhem, 
who, with his great competence as a scholar and his rare pene- 
tration of mind, has contributed more than any one to renew the 
philosophy and criticism of the sciences, has particularly devoted 
himself in recent times to the discovery of the origins, often more 
remote than had been supposed, of modern science. It is from 
this standpoint that he had previously written his important and 
novel work upon the history of statics. 2 Between the admirable 
labors of an Archimedes and the classical doctrines of a Galileo, 

'Rousselot, Vintellectualisme de St. Thomas, Paris, Alcan, 1908, pp. xxv, 256, 
8vo. 

2 P. Duhem, Les sources des thiories physiques. Les origines de la statique, Paris, 
Hermann, 1905-1906, 2 vols., 8vo. 
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of a Descartes, of a Roberval, and of a Torricelli, the teachings 
of the expiring Hellenic science and then of the science of the 
middle ages and of the Renaissance exhibit uninterrupted con- 
nections. Duhem has discovered two principal ways through 
which statics has thus progressed : the method of potential work, 
which from the thirteenth century was employed by Jordanus de 
Nemore and the Auctores de ponderibus ; and the theory of the 
centre of gravity, developed at Paris in the fourteenth century by 
Albert de Saxe. In thus studying the origins of statics Duhem 
has come upon Leonardo da Vinci, who has been the occasion of 
a series of excellent studies, also destined to show the continuity 
of scientific progress. 1 On the one side, the thoughts of Leonardo 
da Vinci were very often inspired by the writings of the middle 
ages ; on the other side, the authors of the sixteenth century 
seem many times to have been acquainted with his ideas and to 
have drawn upon them for their own works. In statics, in 
dynamics, in geology, Leonardo made himself the disciple of 
what were called in his time the Parisian doctrines. He enriched 
them by his own reflections ; he contributed to their diffusion in 
Italy. Now the triumph of the Parisian doctrines over the 
routine Averroism of Bologna and Padua played an essential 
role in the Italian renaissance of the sciences. It is also for the 
purpose of making evident the continuity that presides over evo- 
lutions of scientific thought, that Duhem has followed the notion 
of physical theory from Plato to Galileo. 2 Greek thought ap- 
pears to have anticipated the diverse opinions of physical theory 
which are still debated in our day. Among the Greek philoso- 
phers, some see in astronomical theory a collection of corollaries, 
the principles of which are justified by a metaphysical doctrine 
upon the nature of the stars ; others demand of astronomical theory 
only the means of constructing models suitable for figuring out 
celestial movements ; others finally see there hypotheses capable 
of " saving the phenomena " and of rendering them calculable. 
In the Mohammedan and Christian middle ages and at the time 

1 P. Duhem, Etudes sur Lfonard de Vinci, Paris, Hermann, 1906-1909, 2 vols., 
8vo. 

2 P. Duhem, 26£eiv to, faivdfteva, Essai sur la notion de theorie physique de Platon 
a Galitte. Paris, Hermann, 1908, 1 vol., 8vo. 
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of the Renaissance we find continually these different points of 
view ; each of which is familiar with many vicissitudes of repute 
and of disfavor. 

These works of Duhem are like castings of the lead thrown 
with incomparable skill into the depths where scientific theories 
are preserved and are slowly transformed in passing from one age 
to another. The studies of M. Milhaud, 1 — who has also come 
from science to philosophy and the history of science, — have to 
do more particularly with the relations of philosophic and of sci- 
entific thought among the great philosophers. Directed by pref- 
erence to disengaging the forces of spiritual activity which have 
established such relations and occupied with sufficiently diverse 
subjects, Platon geometre et Platon metaphysicien, Aristote et les 
matkematiques, le hazard chez Aristote et chez Cournot, les preoc- 
cupations scientifiques chez Kant, etc. . . . , they tend to defend 
the autonomy and the value of Greek science, to show the cre- 
ative part which enters into every scientific discovery, and to 
make clear the variety and the wealth of standpoints and steps 
by means of which the mind has proceeded to knowledge. 
There is pleasure as well as profit in allowing oneself to be 
guided by a writer so clear, so quick, and so well informed. The 
example which men like Duhem and Milhaud have given in pass- 
ing from science to philosophy and the history of science, has 
fortunately been followed in the opposite direction by philoso- 
phers who have sought in a more or less extended scientific cul- 
ture a solid foundation for their works upon philosophy or his- 
tory of philosophy. One of them, the author of the profound 
Essai sur Vhypothese des atomes, Arthur Hannequin, died prema- 
turely, taking with him the idea of works, which, if they could 
have been executed, would have done great honor to French 
philosophy. Very appropriately a collection has been made of 
different studies in the history of the sciences and in the history 
of philosophy, which he had published in the Reviews or had 
left among his papers. 2 These studies are all dominated by the 

1 G. Milhaud, Etudes sur la fensh scientifiqut ches Us grecs et les modernes. Paris, 
Society franchise d'imprimerie et de librairie, 1906, pp. 273, i6mo. 

2 A. Hannequin, Etudes d'histroire des sciences et d' histroire de la philosofhie, 
with a preface by R. Thamin and an introduction by J. Grosjean, Paris, Alcan, 1908, 
2 vols. , pp. ci, 264 and 326, 8vo. 
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idea that the royal road of philosophic thought is that which has 
been so vigorously traced by Descartes, Leibniz, and Kant, in 
uniting their geometrical conception of nature to the notion of the 
superior and, so to speak, overflowing value of the mind, which 
gives to the former its foundation. In the method of Descartes 
he perceives, through reaction against the unfruitful analytical 
logic of the schools, a synthetic procedure of concatenation. In 
the new lectures, which unfortunately remained incomplete, he 
energetically protests against the theses of Russell and of Cou- 
turat, who have professed to make the metaphysics of Leibniz 
proceed exclusively from his logic ; and he is thus led to confirm 
the views that he had uttered elsewhere in a Latin dissertation, 
translated into French in the present work, and according to 
which the formation of the philosophy of Leibniz had been es- 
sentially conditioned by his mechanics. A more profound truth, 
which, according to him, is to be found in a hidden form in Car- 
tesianism, as well as in the philosophy of Leibniz, is the idea, 
which Kantism made explicit, of the agreement between the 
synthetic function a priori of the mind and the conditions of the 
exact knowledge of nature. In fact, in an article devoted to the 
Kantian doctrine of the principles of the pure understanding, he 
not only vigorously reconstructs this doctrine, but he also claims 
to justify it through the meaning and progress of the science of 
the present time. Around these central studies will be found 
arranged various others upon Hobbes, upon Spinoza, upon the 
history of French mathematicians and physicians of the first half 
of the nineteenth century, — all equally in conformity with the 
wonderfully firm and penetrating ideas which the author explains 
at intervals, upon the relations of science and philosophy, of 
history and speculation. 

If one is curious about the development of scientific discov- 
eries and theories in their contact with the philosophic and 
religious spirit, one should not fail to consult the volumes 
that M. Fortunat Strowski has published upon Pascal. 1 A 
very exact learning, which is ignorant of none of the events and 

'Fortunat Strowski, Pascal et son temps, Paris, Hon, 1907-1908, 3 vols., pp. iv, 
286; iii, 405 and 419, l6mo. 
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motives of the spiritual life of Pascal or of the environment 
where that life was formed and where it burst forth, a remark- 
able power of concentration in the exposition of facts and of 
ideas, a nervous and luminous style : here are the incontestable 
qualities of this work, to which our French Academy has just 
awarded the highest recompense in its power. Now the guiding 
idea of the book in question is that the scientific spirit is the 
ruling form of Pascal's genius. Whether Pascal studies the 
vacuum, writes the Provinciates, or meditates an Apologia de la 
Religion Chretienne, he always works in the same manner, with 
equal care and according to constant rules. What was the na- 
ture of the scientific spirit of Pascal ; how he is naturally opposed 
to Scholastic methods ; but how he also differs from the scientific 
spirit of Descartes by the more discreet, one would gladly say 
more critical, use which he makes of mathematical deduction, by 
the more profound respect which he expresses for experimenta- 
tion and the facts, and by the more positive notion that he has of 
the compass and of the verification of hypotheses, — all of this 
Strowski explains in terms as clear as they are precise. He de- 
votes some very instructive chapters to the experiments of Pascal, 
in particular to the great experiment upon the equilibrium of 
liquids. He interposes with new arguments in the re-echoing 
controversy, which has been aroused among us by the accusa- 
tions of M. Mathieu, and to which M. Lalande has introduced 
the readers of the Review. 1 He accordingly restores to Pascal 
his originality as a scholar at the same time that he analyzes and 
makes comprehensible the proceedings of his mind. On the 
other hand, let us congratulate ourselves that besides a work 
which represents with such strength the history of Pascal's 
thought, we have the instrument of study and control that com- 
pletes it : I mean the edition of Pascal undertaken by M. 
Brunschvicg. M. Brunschvicg had already edited the Pensees ; 
he has just given us in three new volumes, 2 with the collabora- 
tion of M. Pierre Boutroux, all the writings of Pascal in chrono- 
logical order up to the memorial of Nov. 23, 1654, that is to 

1 See A. Lalande, Philosophy in France, Vol. XVI, July, 1907. 

2 Paris, Hachette, 1908, pp. lxv, 406, 574 and 600, 8vo. 
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say, up to his definite conversion. He has had the very happy 
idea of accompanying these writings not only with divers bio- 
graphical notes coming from the family, but also with a great 
number of fragments, scattered until now, which are indispensable 
for following the development and the direction of Pascal's 
thought. This edition, executed with an extreme care, will be 
particularly precious in establishing the contribution of Pascal to 
the science of his time. 

Pascal the scholar, as well as Pascal the man of faith, is to a 
large extent outside the movement of the Cartesian ideas. In an 
important book upon the philosophy of Newton, 1 M. Bloch shows 
us Newtonianism drawn up against this movement. According 
to Bloch, Newton created the positive spirit in reaction against 
the metaphysical tendencies of Cartesianism. The notion of con- 
tinuity, upon which rests the infinitesimal calculus, the notions 
of mass, of force, of motion, by which rational mechanics was 
certainly constituted, were, in spite of appearances, not laid down 
as first definitions before imposing them upon facts. They are at 
bottom of an experimental character. In the Newtonian physics 
the geometrical and deductive form is not essential ; if it brings 
precision, it does not add certainty, and especially it does not 
cause natural laws to be conceived sub specie ceternitatis. Without 
doubt the physics of Newton accepts mechanism because the latter 
is a part of science ; but, positive before everything else, it employs 
general methods independent of every mechanical hypothesis ; 
it is a system, not of explanation, but of description. Such is 
the general meaning of this book, which furnishes, besides, ample 
information upon all of Newton's work. But is not such a recon- 
struction of Newton equivalent to modernizing him ? Newton 
occasionally appears as if he had had exactly the notion of 
the character and import of science that is held to-day, for exam- 
ple, by M. Poincare ! There is an evident exaggeration here, 
due to a certain defect of the historical spirit in the author. The 
opposition of Newton's philosophy to Cartesianism is in like 
manner too much emphasized, and the intermediaries that made 

1 Le6n Bloch, La Philosophic de Newton. Paris, Alcan, 1908, pp. 642, Svo. 
See upon Newton's work a popular monograph, Newton, by Carra de Vaux. Paris, 
Blond, pp. 59, I2mo. 
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possible the substitution of the one for the other are too much 
neglected. 

From Pascal and Newton to pass to Cournot, — continuing 
with the series of historical works devoted to doctrines in which 
are joined the philosophic spirit and the scientific spirit, — such 
a juxtaposition as this would be unjust to Cournot, if the union 
aroused the idea of a comparison between him and the others. 
Nevertheless in his Exposition de la theorie des chances et des prob- 
abilites, as well as in his Traite elementaire de la theorie des fonc- 
tions et du calcul infinitesimal, Cournot has not failed to add some 
originality to his understanding of the work of his two glorious 
predecessors. But it is not, to be exact, through his learned 
discoveries that Cournot was of value; and his real worth may 
be estimated as consisting especially in the combination of the 
gift of elucidating the essential notions of the very diverse 
sciences to which he applied himself, with the faculty of pointing 
out their rational significance and connection without ever read- 
ing his own views into the system. Gratitude is due to M. 
Mentre for having given, in the large book that he has just pub- 
lished, 1 so conscientious an abstract of the varied work of Cour- 
not, — a work which embraces economic and historic questions 
and religious problems as well as subjects of scientific criticism. 
Even if one regards the book, which is somewhat compact and 
heavy, as too prodigal of literal exposition and of citations, this 
defect should not be too much insisted upon ; for it compensates 
in some measure for the difficulty which one finds at the present 
time in procuring for oneself the works of Cournot. However, 
most of those who have read Cournot, and who have reflected 
upon the Essai sur les fondements de nos connaissances, or the 
Traite de t ' enchainement des idees fondamentals, have almost 
unanimously attested to the extreme profit they have derived 
from it. Cournot's doctrine, which allies to so firm a conception 
of the order of things so energetic an appreciation of the limits 
within which we can reach that order, which marks so rigorously 
the place of chance, of the contingent, of the historic, and, on 

1 Mentre, Cournot et la Renaissance du probUme au XIXe siicle. Paris, Riviere, 
1908, pp. viii, 649, 8vo. — By the same author, a popular monograph, A. Cournot, 
Paris, Blond, 1907, pp. 71, I2mo. 
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the side of law, of the necessary and the rational, this doctrine 
has something sober, measured, and so to speak, extremely 
judicious about it, — qualities which perhaps do not much excite 
the speculative imagination, but which deserve to hold the sound 
and cool reflection. The book of M. Mentre is well adapted to 
facilitate initiation into this doctrine. 

Studies upon different questions of the history or philosophy 
of the sciences are also found in a work ! in which M. Rene Ber- 
thelot has brought together articles and lectures from different 
sources, as well as reports of discussions provoked by certain of 
his theses for the Societe Frangaise de Philosophie. I will point 
out especially the observations upon the distinctive characteristics 
of the idea of evolution according to Darwin, 2 all the more since 
they have called forth interesting remarks from such scholars as 
Giard and Houssay ; I will mention also the instructive and keen 
study upon the origins of the philosophy of Spencer. Beside 
these studies are to be found others, — all interesting, but some- 
times artificially systematic, — which are devoted to purely specu- 
lative conceptions or doctrines ; such as the study upon the Loi 
du Ternaire chez Proclus or that upon the Sens de la philosophie 
de Hegel. The last two subjects give us an occasion for return- 
ing to works bearing upon those modern theories which are more 
strictly philosophical, or, if one prefers, to works falling more 
exactly under the ordinary categories of modern philosophy. 

An admirable essay upon atomism and occasionalism in the 
Cartesian philosophy has come out to fill various gaps present in 
our ordinary knowledge of Cartesianism. 3 The author, M. Joseph 
Prost, has conscientiously studied those minor Cartesians, who, 
by modifying the doctrines of the master or by developing it in a 
certain direction, have prepared for the appearance of such 
doctrines as those of Malebranche and Leibniz, by whom the 

'Rene Berthelot, Evolutionisme el Plalonisme, Paris, Alcan, 1908, pp. iv, 326, 
8vo. 

2 1 mention in this connection a widely known popular monograph, Ch. Darwin, 
by Emile Thouverez. Paris, Blond, 1907, pp. 124, i2mo; in the same collection 
of monographs Thouverez has given equally good expositions of Stuart Mill and of 
Spencer. 

'Joseph Prost, Essai sur I' atomisme et V occasionalisme dans la philosophie carte- 
sienne, Paris, Paulin, 1907, pp. 271, 8vo. 
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modest originality of their own ideas was quickly eclipsed. He 
shows how De la Forge shares with Cordemoy the merit of 
having perceived what was later called the synthetic character of 
causality, and of having clearly formulated occasionalism ; and 
how in addition Cordemoy introduced into the Cartesian physics 
the atomism which Descartes expressly rejected, without succeed- 
ing perhaps in suppressing every trace of it in his system. 

Spinoza has continued to be the subject of useful works, and 
certainly among such one of the most useful consists in translating 
him anew into our language. This is the task which M. Appuhn 
has undertaken, and which for one part he has already brought 
to a successful issue. 1 Not only through his translation does he 
often happily fix the more or less uncertain meaning of some 
passage, but he has also added, in the form of a commentary, a 
certain number of substantial notes, the content of which is sup- 
plied by the most recent books of Spinozistic exegesis. On his 
own account he tries to make apparent the character of the 
system as being both individualistic and religious. 2 However 
justifiable such a view may be, it is not in this way that the 
system struck contemporaries ; and those who welcomed it at 
first sought in it something entirely different. Among them was 
Boulainvilliers, who under the deceptive title of "Refutation" 
wrote an apology for Spinozism. Now a French translation 
has just been published, the first to a certainty that was made 
of the Ethics, from a manuscript which was found in our day 
in the Municipal Library of Lyons ; and the editor of this 
translation, M. Colonna d'Istria, has shown, in as convincing a 
manner as possible, that it was due to Boulainvilliers. 3 He is, 
moreover, not content to have it printed as it is ; he has accom- 

1 (Euvres de Spinoza, translated and annotated by Appuhn, Paris, Gamier, 1907, 
pp. 566, l2mo. — Ethique, Revised Latin text and new translation by Appuhn. 
Paris, Gamier, 1908, pp. 710, l2mo. 

2 In a posthumous article published by the Revue de mitaphysique et de morale, 
under the title "La Dieu de Spinoza" (November, 1908), Victor Brochard, by 
uniting more closely than had been done before the doctrine of the Ethics and of the 
Theologico-Politicus, has vigorously maintained the personality of the Spinozistic 
God. 

* Spinoza, Ethique. Unedited translation of Count Henri de Boulainvilliers, pub- 
lished with an introduction and notes by F. Colonna d'Istria, Paris, Colin, 1907, pp. 
374. 8vo. 
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panied it with notes that correct its inaccuracies, and with an 
introduction, in which he shows how adherence to Spinozism 
was for Boulainvilliers a method of combat against orthodoxy, 
and also the satisfaction of a very free curiosity and a thoroughly 
irreligious mind. This study throws light upon a point of the 
history, still obscure and not well understood, of the spread of 
Spinozism in France, while at the same time it discloses one of 
the currents of thought which passed from the seventeenth cen- 
tury to the eighteenth, to be considerably widened in the latter. 
Among those who fed this current Pierre Bayle figures in the 
first rank. The French philosophers of the eighteenth century, 
if they do not mention him very frequently, nevertheless do not 
hesitate to borrow freely from his Dictionnaire, But what was 
he himself? M. Delvolve has tried to disengage the essential 
traits of his physiognomy from the extreme variety of the cir- 
cumstances in which he lived, from the vivacity of the contro- 
versies in which he was engaged, and from the often prolix 
abundance of his work. 1 I would not affirm that through 
reaction against the scepticism ordinarily attributed to Bayle, he 
has not exaggerated the positive and affirmative character of his 
ideas. But, by the very fact that it is even too systematic, the 
book has the advantage of saving us from the minutiae of detail. 
It shows how, through all his disputes and his learned investiga- 
tions, Bayle is more and more led to free himself from every 
alliance with confessional beliefs, whatever they might be, and to 
lay down rules of practical activity independent of those beliefs. 
His criticism of dogmas consists in opposing to them the facts 
that contradict them, and also in bringing to light, through the 
analysis and comparison of different metaphysical systems, the 
contradictions of the reason with itself, as soon as it passes 
beyond experience. According to the author Bayle is not a 
sceptic, he is a critic in the modern sense of the term. However 
different he may be from Kant in the general form of his mind, 
he prepares the way for him, or anticipates him through his 
manner of looking at the general relations of experience, of 
metaphysics and of practice. 

1 Delvolve, Religion, critique et philosophie positive chez Pierre Bayle, Paris, 1906, 
Alcan, pp. 445, 8vo. 
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Such an interpretation is perhaps a generous ascription to 
Bayle of a decidedly moral spiritualism. Certainly, even if it can 
be admitted that Bayle does not go in the direction of the sen- 
sualistic and utilitarian naturalism of the eighteenth century, such 
as M. Keim, in an instructive but involved book, has been pleased 
to glorify in the person of Helvetius, 1 it is undoubtedly to force 
analogies to make him so direct a precursor of the Kantian criti- 
cism. He lacks too many of the essential conditions of criticism ! 
It is not through having affirmed that there are limits to knowledge 
and that morality is independent of speculation, that Kantism 
has been what it is ; its significance lies in the discovery of a 
rational foundation and a precise import for those theses, which, 
as they were, had only an undetermined significance. Moreover, 
Kant never denied at bottom the education which he had re- 
ceived from the previous metaphysics ; and no one could fully 
understand him without seeking to know to what degree he 
shared in the philosophy of Leibniz and of Wolff. In this search 
two works of M. Van Biema may be of use. One is a mono- 
graph devoted to the master of Kant, to Martin Knutzen, 2 and is 
intended to explain why, having started out from the Leibnizian 
theory of preestablished harmony, Knutzen substituted for it his 
theory of physical influx. M. Van Biema does not emphasize 
sufficiently the part which Newtonism had in this substitution ; 
but he makes clear the influence of pietistic beliefs, and he gives 
us on the whole a scrupulous analysis of the Systema causarum 
efficientium. His other work, 3 which is without question of 
keener interest and greater merit, has as its object the establish- 
ment of the relations between the Leibnizian and the Kantian 
theories of space and time. Before showing what these relations 
really are, he indicates how Kant has represented them. He 
relies upon a very conscientious and sometimes even minute 
study of the texts, and utilizes in particular the writing of Kant 
against Eberhard. Perhaps in the Critique of Pure Reason he 

1 Keim, HelvHius, sa vie et son ceuvre, Paris, 1907, Alean, pp. viii, 716, 8vo. 

2 Van Bi6ma, Martin Knutzen, La critique de V harmonic priitablie, Paris, Alcan, 
1908, pp. ii, 125, 8vo. 

3 Van Biema, V espace et le temps ckez Leibnh et chez Kant, Paris, 1908, Alean, 
pp. 336, 8vo. 
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draws too exclusively from the texts of the Aesthetic and the 
Analytic, without considering sufficiently those of the Dialectic, 
which latter might have led him to occupy himself more with 
the historical formation of Kant's theory. The thought occurs 
also that his discussion of psychological interpretation and of the 
innateness of the a priori does not keep sufficiently close to the 
terms of the problem. But taken as a whole the book is sound, 
and in more than one place it does not lack keenness. It will 
be appreciated by whoever thinks that apart from all adherence 
to doctrines, the knowledge of Kant remains an essential element 
of philosophic education. May I be permitted to point out that 
in accordance with this conviction, I have myself recently pub- 
lished a new translation, with introduction and commentary, of 
the Foundations of the metaphysic of morals ? 1 

In spite of their unequal value the works that we have just 
mentioned are almost all conceived in a sufficient spirit of objec- 
tivity and according to the rules of a good historic method. 
Some of the most important, we have seen, treat of the history of 
philosophy in connection with the history of the sciences, and 
it is desirable that this procedure should become a tradition. 
Since, on the other hand, among us as elsewhere, studies in 
religious psychology and philosophy are at the present time in 
favor, may it not be hoped that the history of philosophy will 
receive a corresponding enlargement, and that it will take greater 
account in the future than it has done in the past, of the numerous 
links between philosophical doctrines and the diverse manifesta- 
tions of the religious spirit? 2 

Victor Delbos. 
The University of Paris. 

1 Kant, Fondements de la MHaphysique des mceurs. New translation with intro- 
duction and notes by Victor Delbos, Paris, 1907, Delagrave, pp. 210, i2mo. 

3 The work of Strowski which we have mentioned in the course of this article 
naturally includes a profound study of the religious thought of Pascal. Writings 
such as Science et Religion, by Emile Boutroux (Paris, Flammarion, 1908, pp. 400, 
l2mo), or the jStudes d'histoire et de psychologic du mysticisme by Henri Delacroix 
(Paris, Alcan, 1908, pp. xix, 470, 8vo), contain, mixed with the doctrinal discussion 
or the psychological analysis, very valuable fragments of the history of religious con- 
ceptions and theories. 



